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ET. ^H»Pft/60/2002-% 1 M.—^WtR aifaftRE Rfit RRT 111 % 3Sfts »ARcf ERRSE RTS -5# ft&T R3T STJRim 

°fR^ STTTRtRR lfRttRR H^sIS ri?H4 RiiSwl RRR‘^TTH'SRI StRTRRT/fRETRT RRKt Rft 3TftRP %ftEsK 

■4 fs^PT •qffaffjr RT. teT. SRlfstr Eti EWft RTET^ RR “RRTOI % I 


RTEETT R. ■JtWRft/60/2002-^M 

■A TOTI fsfas RT. fk . RI^RRI 


«HIh 

RS3ETT W RTTR (%Rttf) . RTRtff 

3TTt*T 


(ftEIRE, 2002 %203ftR RlftS fERT RET) 

EF ETE5E 4ii-S<ril ESS ETR4 SRT R3>RRET/fETSET RElft Eft aTfRET SJJH<TI % fqt>4 ft. Rs^qO ftsfcTR TJETOfSET. ftrl. STS 

fts er st’riere S SEftra 11 

2.1. 3TREE3, , sfi%R1R'RSl%%%lT'SRRlfRSTTWSftfIlRWA.R^RTRSI^HrHfy<1RTnl^I'5q4SSRSit^T1Ttsft: — 


(i) HTl-1 ’EIS/pTElt HpHct ft TIPS ‘ ’ ET faqu. I 

(ii) sRSREtEsi ^ess ess sstssrafsttsfW«^ tsst 3Era‘ series’et frsR'i 

(iii) aTESf 3TlT ^ qii{ql{ REST I 

2.2. EF 4tS^1sHlE'|''f^FSSTfSSTSS%SiRt fclfSSH R^SffR ^SI|^irir4|'^^ir5r^^TrSIR^RitRr%RftR^RS™ 
tH % tTSR tSSR-fSRTf SfRTET ET Stt % 3TJSK ESTO] SR $ I 

1 ES<JSS 31iRT^R S7[?S7 STSd % RR ff R Jflf H %RT SET ST 3ftT fSsfffE fTSR>fRlE?f SfsfTRT RE -ERSES SR 3TSSt 

SEfaltf STtS^ sft I 

4 TS Hinrl ET sfirs fRRE fRiS STS ft HP'-I, EES -'-KsiR (RTS EftSFS SET^TS) S RES f^STEr 9 fSEST, 2002 % EE 
S. St3ET-14019/36/2001 -4)^1 gKI IfS SlfSSSST Sit EFTSSS -SfftTfSRS Rft RTR 111 % 3RRtR 1 s]fa Pl?Vi' '’lift fRFRI % fRi 
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^ /fafaw wf cto fCTj ^ ^ 3T»o^CTff Rt wfanft a ^no; t rt wr, rt mfwon ^ octw-i ^rro srfapm % 
^wff% 3TOfa *N<W«ti HmH7^'tT a fo^CTt'?rf4RTO?1f% i^fa^^TnfWonCT^OO^r^ wfftTTjgfea 

win % atrciR^'RtfnFTft RTl ? Ff^ : 3nft wi wBri t ^ftr 3toifwK7FNtftrot fg«n^CT)%TWtTRt Ww^^oo^i^ai 
air^ir, 'ftRi fo3?t % or^or ^ 7W?q q(t ^ 1^1 *nff e)«D i 

5, hcihtiT -Mm t)HT 111 % 44<S(t}f % 'Oy HilS(t><. l a sk!% y^'if wk5iq, T Ti7 Pi?l(f[ 

i’^^renjaiTt-i 

-" ■*& . 

6. 'CTTOnT oy CTf^On 44^ NT stfaq falfa: 3 3RTR*f 11 ifP'KCTWI, '3 1 T*J^n OIOCTI 

^ffJCTR % 3r*CT? 3, TO!IT % Tj&IPpC *K faCT ^ctt 11 
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[f5?m III/lV/143/2002/3TOI. ] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 27th September, 2002 

No.TAMP/60/2002-KPT.— In compliance of a direction issued by the Government of India under Section 111 of 
the Major Port Trusts Act, the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby closes the case relating to the representation made 
by M/s. Maheshwari Handling Agencies Pvt. Ltd. against the excess recovery of storage/rental charges by the Kandla 
Port Trust as in the Order appended hereto. 

SCHEDULE 

, Case No. TAMP/60/2002-KPT 

M/s. Maheshwari Handling Agencies Pvt. Ltd. --- Applicant 

Vs 

The Kandla Port Trust --- Respondent 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 20th day of September 2002) 

This case relates to a representation made by M/s. Maheshwari Handling Agencies Pvt, Ltd. against the excess 
recovery of storage/rental charges by the Kandla Port Trust. 

2.1. So far, the regulatory intervention of this Authority ‘to frame Scale of Rates’ has been taken to encompass the 
following routes: 

(i) Consideration of a ‘proposal’ received from a Port Trust / Private Terminal. 

(ii) Consideration of a ‘representation’ received from a port user or a representative body of port users. 

(iii) Initiation of action stio motu. 

2.2. It is noteworthy that the Transaction of Business Regulations of this Authority have also been framed 
accordingly with an emphasis on a consultative process to promote participation in the proceedings of the greatest number 
of interested parties. 

3. The representation in reference was registered as a tariff case and processed further following the consultative 
procedure prescribed. 

4. Before this case could bo taken up for final consideration, the Government of India (in the Ministry of Shipping) 
vide its communication No.PR-14019/36/2001 -PG dated 9 September, 2002 has issued a ’policy direction ’ to this Authority 
under Section 111 of the MPT Act to refrain in future from entertaining representations made by individual parties, as this 
Authority has no power of adjudication in individual cases under the provisions of the MPT Act. This direction has been 
issued despite this Authority's argument that the scope of Section 111 ibid covers issue of directions on ‘question of 
policy’ and any dispute about jurisdiction can only be seen to be a legal issue having no scope for resolution through a 
policy direction. 

3. In terms of the provisions of Section 111 oftheMPT Act, this Authority is bound by the directions on questions 
of policy given by the Central Government. 

6. Eor the reasons given above, this Authority is unable to take up the representation in reference for final 
consideration. In the result, the case in reference is closed, as directed by the Government, for want of jurisdiction. 

S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[ADVT Ill/I V/143/2002/Exty. ] 
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